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REPLY UNDER 37 C.F.R. 1.111 

This paper is in response to the Office Communication dated 10/20/2004. This 
paper is being filed concurrently with a Request for Continued Examination of the 
application. 

In this paper, the claims are amended and remarks are provided in support of the 
allowance of the amended application. A record of a teleconference between the 
inventor, the Examiner and the undersigned attorney is also included, beginning on the 
next page. 
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RECORD OF TELEPHONE CONFERENCE 



A telephonic interview was conducted on 14 December 2004 among Examiner 
Omar Flores Sanchez', applicant Henry Wang, and the applicants undersigned attorney. 

No exhibit was shown and no demonstration was conducted. 

The prior art discussed included United States patents 1 ,710,718 issued to Stotz; 
2,522,965; Des. 342,658 issued to Gakhar; and issued to Schaufelberger. 

The claims discussed were independent claims 18 and 22. 

The claim 18 limitation of "at least two co-planar work piece-contacting surfaces" 
was discussed with respect to those portions of the Stotz device that make contact with 
the shoe. The Examiner indicated that a further limitation that the work piece-contacting 
surfaces are co-planar relative to a surface of the work piece would be considered to 
differentiate claim 18 from the Stotz device. 

The parties speculated about the function of the Gakhar device, since the design 
patent provides nothing more than a picture of the device. The title of the patent 
suggests that the device is designed to span over the guide bar (guide fence) and to 
engage a work piece with one of the notched legs of the device. The Examiner 
indicated that by claiming a "flat surface for sliding along a fence" rather than the 
currently claims "flat surface for movement along a fence" would be considered to 
differentiate claim 18 from the Gakhar device. 

With regard to the claim 22 limitation of "at least two work piece-contacting 
surfaces", the Examiner explained that the Schaufelberger patent shows the work piece 
being touched by the work engaging member 50 and by the side of the guide bar 1 5. 
The Examiner indicated that a further limitation that the work piece-contacting surfaces 
are co-planar relative to a surface of the work piece would be considered to differentiate 
claim 22 from the Schaufelberger device. 

The Examiner further indicated that the above-described claim amendments 
would not be entered via an amendment under 37 CFR 1.116. 
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